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Introduced: 5/3/89 6-1401A
Referred: Transportation

IN THE SENATE BY FAHRENKAMP
SENATE RESOLUTION NO. 13
IN THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA
SIXTEENTH LEGISLATURE - FIRST SESSION
Relating to support for public transpor-
tation in Alaska, for the Rural Trans-
portation Equity Act of 1989, and oppo-
sition to reduction of the Urban hdss

Transit Administration's 1990 budget

proposal.
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE SENATE:
WHEREAS in addition to the transit system found inAlaska's largest
city, Anchorage, most of the medium size <cities and many ruralcommunities

have bus and van lines supported only by state and local resources; and

WHEREAS there is a substantial imbalance in the funding authorized by
the Congress for transportation services in urban and rural areas; and

WHEREAS under present law, communities with populations under 50,000
receive less than three percent of the transit funding through the U.S.
Department of Transportation; and

WHEREAS the Congress should be concerned about public transportation
generally and not only urban transportation; and

WHEREAS in 1989 the Congress offered only $66,200,000 in mass transit
funds to rural America while making more than $168,000,000 available to
Washington, D.C.; and

WHEREAS legislation has been introduced in the Congress that would
double the share of Urban Mass Transit Administration (UMTA) Section 18
grants for the construction and operation of public transit systems in
communities of fewer than 50,000 people; and

WHEREAS™ the legislation would also establish a state-administered
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block grant program for rural areau and snail clrles and seek federal
subsidies for "eseeutial bus service” on otherwise unprofitable bus routesj
and

WHEREAS a doubling of the funds available would still not represent
equity to the rural areas because that doubling would involve only sis
percent of amounts available under ttMTA's formula gv”~nt budget? and

WHEREAS the Administration haa proposed a 50 percent reduction in
UMTA's 1990 budget proposal?

EE IT RESOLVED chat the Senate supports the Rural Transportation
Equity Act of 1989 and the concept that equity requires the rural hv.,«* of
the Nation to receive a proportionate amount of the funds made available by
the Congress for public transportation? and bs it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Senate opposes the Administration’'s proposal
to decrease the amounts available for public transportation.

COPIES of this resolution shall be sent to Che Honorable Dan tyi&yle,
Vice-President of Che United States and President of the U.S. Senate? the
Honorable Jim Wright, Speaker of the U.S. House of Representatives? and to
the Honorable Ted Scevenr. and the Honorable Frank Murkowaki, U.S. Senators,
and the Honorable Don Young, U.S. Representative, members of the Alaska

delegation in Congress.
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Equity Act of 1989, and opposition to reduction of the Urban Mass Transit
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Alaska State Legislature

Representative Niilo Koponen
Pouch V House District 21 112,N. Cllj(sh

SPONSOR 8TATEMENT
SR-13 "Relating to support for public transportation
in Alaska for the Rural Transportation Equity Act of 1989,
and opposition to reduction of the Urban Mass Transit
Administration®s 1990 budget proposal.™

During the past winter the extreme cold weather demonstrated the
need for public transportation in many communities in Alaska.
Public transportation means continued access to employment and
education. Alaska®s smaller cities ana cowns aemonscrace the
need for public transportation systems is not restricted to large
cities. Alaska®s future should include a strengthening of public
transportation systems and a look to exploring methods whereby
public transportation can be used to supplement school
ransportation systems to save costs through coordination.

For too long, federal attention has been focused on the needs of
larger cities for public transportation to the detriment of
sparsely settled states like Alaska. Hopefully, the passage of
the Rural Transportation Equity Act of 1989 will see that those
inequities are redressed.

Alaska received $169,273 last year in Urban Mass Transit
Administration (UMTA) monies for communities of 50,000 or fewer,
which was distributed in the following way:

City Loss Reported UMTA reimbursement
Juneau $1, 277,923 $46,444
Ketchikan $ 105,444 $35,209
Newhalen $ 600 $ 300
Bethel $ 20,596 $10,298
FNSB $1, 046,420 $34,705
Wilson & Friend $ 33,853 $16,926

Barrow is also expected to apply this year.



INSIDE WASHINGTON

Rural Transit Getting Help?

ongresswoman Virginia Smith or Nebraska wants addi-
tional federal funding to help rural America, home to
ore than a third of the nation's population, get mov-

ing again afteralears of dwindling transportation services. traffic hecame so popular, t

Smith has Introduce Ietg;islation, known as the Rural Trans-
portation Equity Act of 1989, to correct the imbalance of fed-
eral transportation _fundlng between rural and urban areas.
Presently, communities with populations under S0,000 receive
less than B_Fercent of the U.S. department of Transportation's
mass transit funds. .

The move would double the share of Urban Mass Transit
Administration (UMTA) Section 18 grants for building and
operatm%pubhc transit 1n communities of fewer than 50,000
People. Iso, the legislation would establish a state-adminis-
ered block grant program for rural areas and small dties, push
for federal subsidies to entice commercial bus lines to run un-
profitable routes (a pro-
gram she calls "essential

us service"), and put more

transportation representa-
e #;,mual a n
feceral am, State adninis-
trative positions.

" Equity is really the key
word in the legislation.”
says David Raphael, execu-
tive director of Rural
America, a Washington-
based organization con-
cerned with rural issues.

Though doubling funding

will not result in eqmn{ (the
increase would involve a

total of only 6 peicent of

UMTA's formula ?rant

budﬁet of S132 million),

Raphael says it would have

important Symbolic signifi-

cance.

“ It serves as a bench-
mark for recognition of ru- o .
ral public transportation needs," he says. Smith, vice chair-
man of the House Appropriations Subcommittee on Rural De-
velopment, Transportation and Related Aqenmes, also is
pushing to change UMTA's name to the Public Mass Trans-
portation Administration. _ .

“ Congress must be concerned about public transportation,
not just urban transportation,” says Smith, pointing out that
in 1989, the federal government offers only $66.2 million in
mass transit funds to rural America as it sFends 5163 million
on the Washington, D.C., subway system alone.

However, communities of all sizes have more needs for fed-
eral transportation aid than a restrained budget can tend to. A
Congress overwhelmed by urban members and already facing
budget cuts may cancel out the Ie(%lslatlon. The Bush adminis-
tration has proposed a 50 percent decrease in UMTA's 1990
bUd(.?et pr0p033|. orpose MM & BfOUJTIO fsj

Atter World War II, when car ownership increased, demand
for rural passenger transportation service declined. But through
federal regulation, the government required trains, buses, and
airplanes to continue to stop for potential off-line passengers,
even if rarely anBy waited. As a result, many rural lino oper-
ated at a loss. But during deregulation in" 1982, the federal
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ARTICLE - "Rural Transit Gﬁtting

By Kim Beury
?.overnment allowed commercial passenger carriers to discon-
inue unprofitable routes. _ _

“For a long time it was Aust a given, before and after air

. at the Intercity bus was the trans-
portation of last resort, and that even if airlines forsake the
community, even if the railroad goes somewhere else, we'll al-
ways have that a_ssenger bus coming through,” says Steven
Sprague of the United Bus Owners of America.

However, between deregulation in 1982 and January 1986,
more than 4,100 rural points across the nation lost bus service,
according to a 1986 Interstate Commerce Commission report.
"Too many citizens in our smaller communities have no cars,
no buses, no taxicahs and no choice but to .sta%/ at home,” saYs
Smith, who believes her idea for an essential bus service could
"get buses moving again between our towns."

Sprague says an essential bus service package would com-
bine the efforts and the in-
terests of free enterprise.
“ Obviously, a private bus
company shouldn't be

L o) utd

“Congress lose money," he says. "3y
must b e the same token, communi-
concerned Pi%sn need bus transporta-
; Smith suggests that fed-

about pUb.IIC eral assist_gr%ce from the
transportation, masg ttrans# fund 00.U||dtbe
: used to offer special tax
nOtJUSt urb_an cre(gits thﬁlt help rfJailling tgus
systems keep rural routes

transportatlon a)rl1d stay in %usiness, ISSU-

ing vouchers for rural pas-
sengers needing financial
assistance, and using school
buses as public buses.
Raphael notes that the
o . Iel?lslatlon Is the first such
Rap. Virginia Smith bill to focus solely on rural
transportation. "Tradition-
. _ally, rural transportation
topics have been addressed by being attached to z bill drafted
around urban mass transit interests. Congress would let rural
members add a section to the legis'ation, usually small and in-
significant. But this bill is a signal that the way of doing busi-
ness has to change." o . .
Smith's bill begins its legislative journey in the House Public
Works and Transportation Committee. Problems for a rural
transit bill in a Congress where rural members are a minority
can be expected, but Smith says she is confident that "rural
members will join in a campaign to bring transportation in our
countryside up to speed.” . .
~ “Asa matter of equity, our case is clear. And an investment
in rural transportation makes infinite sense. It's a commitment
to economic development in rural America, and it's a commit-
ment to quality of life for millions of rural Americans." O

Kim Beury is the Washington correspondent for Americas
City & Coaaty.
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